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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action corresponds to application 10/763,216 filed 1/26/2004 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
4/11/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

Claim 5 has been amended and entered. Accordingly, claims 1-7 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Specifically, the phrase "and/or" renders the claim indefinite. 
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Claim 4 recites the limitation "the respective forwarding and/or distribution 
advice" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Specifically, the phrases "and if not" in line 9 and "and if so" in 
line 11 render the claim as not being clear as a result of checking for presence of 
delivery points. 

Claim 5 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention because "the changed position" in the second to last 
line is unclear because there is no reference to changing the position prior to this 
limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Cordery et al. ('Cordery') (US 5,682,429). 
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With respect to claim 1 , Cordery teaches a method for automatically generating 
current distribution order data with the inclusion of central address directories, which are 
stored in databases and are transmitted by electronic data transfer, as distribution order 
data, comprising the steps of: 

locally copying (Abstract, line 3-5 and line 18-20 and col. 3 Iine12-21 and line 36- 
39; use of local area network) a current central address directory (col. 2 line 11-15, col. 
4 line 32-33, drawing reference 1 10) or parts relating to a relevant area (col. 4 line 33), 

locally storing change instructions (drawing reference 710) regarding a relative 
positional change for delivery points (col. 4 line 62-63, col. 8 line 61-62) in the 
distribution order (abstract, mailing list) for a previous version (col. 8 line 62; original 
address) of the central address directory (col. 2 line 11-15, col. 4 line 32-33, drawing 
reference 110) or of the parts 

transferring the change instructions (col. 5 line 26-27, drawing reference 710, 
postal database of figure 1) to the local copy of the current central address directory 
(col. 2 line 11-15, col. 4 line 32-33, drawing reference 110) or parts, 

performing a check (drawing reference 716) so as to determine whether the 
change instructions have already been implemented (drawing reference 716, true) in 
the current address directory or whether the instructions yet to be executed (drawing 
reference 716, false), 

storing valid change instructions (drawing reference 710) yet to be executed in an audit 
file (drawing reference 706 and col. 8 line 51-67 and fig. 6-7). 
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executing the change instructions (drawing reference 634 and 710). 

With respect to claim 2 Cordery teaches the identification data (col. 1 1 line 47- 
48) additionally and locally incorporate house number extensions (col. 9 line 55-59). 



With respect to claim 5, Cordery teaches updating the central address directory 
or address directory parts by transmitting only incremental changes by data transfer 
(figure 7A drawing reference 726 to 710). 

the changes being merged (abstract line 1-3) with the previously current and 
copied address directory (col. 2 line 11-15, col. 4 line 32-33, drawing reference 110) or 
address directory part by using the identification data (col. 11 line 47-48) for each 
delivery point (col. 9 line 49-51) to check in the previously current address directory (col. 
8 line 62, original address) or address directory part whether the respective delivery 
point (col. 9 line 49-51) in the incremental change (figure 7A drawing reference 726 to 
710) is already present, and if not, incorporating the respective delivery point (drawing 
reference 718) into the copied address directory (col. 2 line 11-15, col. 4 line 32-33, 
drawing reference 110) or address directory part at the concomitantly transmitted 
position of the distribution order (col. 16 line 58-67), and if so, moving the respective 
delivery point is moved to the changed position in the address directory (col. 9 line 52 - 
hygiene (i.e. corrected) addresses). 
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With respect to claim 6, Cordery teaches the move of a delivery point (col. 8 line 
61-62) is implemented by deleting said delivery point at the previous position of the 
address directory and re-entering it at the changed position (col. 9 line 52). 

With respect to claim 7, Cordery teaches identifying delivery points (col. 11 line 
50) according to identification data (col. 11 line 47-48), the identification data (col. 11 
line 47-48) comprising at least the sorting code (col. 11 line 40-46). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Cordery as applied to claims 1-2 and 5-7 above in view of Allen et al. ('Allen') (U.S. 

Patent 5,422,821). 

With respect to claim 3, Cordery fails to teach wherein the identification data 
additionally and locally incorporates distinguishing remarks. 

Allen however teaches incorporating distinguishing remarks (col. 14 line 20-25) 
for endorsing the need for a mailpiece to be forwarded). 



Application/Control Number: 10/763,216 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2167 

In the same field of endeavor, (i.e. i.e. managing mailing lists), it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because the distinguishing 
remarks of Allen would have given Cordery an indication of an incorrect address for the 
benefit of correcting addresses in a mailing list. 

With respect to claim 4, Cordery teaches the method according to claim 3, further 
comprising the steps of incorporating forwarding and/or distribution advice into the 
copied address directory by performing the following steps: 

performing a check (drawing reference 712) so as to determine whether the 
delivery point for the respective forwarding and/or distribution advice exists (drawing 
reference 716) in the copied current address directory (col. 2 line 11-15, col. 4 line 32- 
33, drawing reference 110) for the distribution order data, and if so, 

adding new forwarding and/or distribution advice to the copied address directory 
(col. 2 line 11-15, col. 4 line 32-33, drawing reference 110), , and 

incorporating a complete change data (drawing reference 616) into the audit file 
(drawing reference 706 and col. 8 line 51-67 and fig. 6-7). 

Cordery fails to expressly teach forwarding and/or distribution advice and the 
new forwarding and/or distribution advice having priority over the old forwarding and/or 
distribution advice of a same type. 

Allen however, teaches forwarding and/or distribution advice (col. 2 line 46 and 
col. 14 line 20-31 line) for identifying incorrectly labeled items prior to shipment or 
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delivery to a customer. Furthermore, Allen teaches the new forwarding and/or 
distribution advice having priority over the old forwarding and/or distribution advice of a 
same type (col. 15 line 26-31) for updating a change of address. 

In the same field of endeavor, (i.e. managing mailing lists), it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because Allen would have 
given Cordery forwarding information in the case of an incorrectly addressed mailpieces 
to further include correct recipient addresses. Allen also teaches a preference in 
identifying incorrectly labeled mailpieces at a local post office (col. 5 line 20-25). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection and in view of a different interpretation of 
Cordery and the addition of the Allen reference. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert M. Timblin whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5627. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John R. Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 



Robert M. Timblin 



Patent Examiner AU 2167 
6/27/2007 




